I. Attendance

1.
The Second Expert Meeting on Statistics for Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) took place on 18-19 April 2018 in Geneva. It was attended by representatives of national statistical offices of Albania, Angola, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Cabo Verde, Canada, Denmark, Equatorial Guinea, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Mozambique, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Timor-Leste, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America and Uzbekistan.
2.
The meeting was also attended by representatives from the European Commission-Eurostat, Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), International Labour Organization 
II. Organization of the meeting
3.
Ms. R. Bielak (Poland) and Mr. B. Rothen (Switzerland) co-chaired the meeting.
4.
The participants adopted the provisional agenda of the meeting.
5.
The following substantive topics were discussed on the basis of presentations:
 Session 1: Purpose and objectives of the meeting;
 Session 2: National reporting of SDG statistics;
 Session 3: Capacity development: gaps, regional priorities, and means;
 Session 4: Providing SDG statistics for global reporting;
 Session 5: The way forward: main conclusions and action items.
6.
All documents for the meeting are available at: www.unece.org/index.php?id=47533.
III. Summary of the discussion and main conclusions reached at the meeting A. Purpose and objectives of the meeting
Presentations by Ms. R. Bielak (Poland), Mr. B. Rothen (Switzerland), Ms. C. Williams (Canada).
7.
The first session was organized by the co-chairs of the Steering Group on Statistics for SDGs, Ms. R. Bielak (Poland) and Mr. B. Rothen (Switzerland). The session informed the participants of progress since the previous Expert Meeting in April 2017 and introduced the topics of the meeting.
8.
Mr. B. Rothen (Switzerland) informed the Expert Meeting on the latest developments discussed at the 49 th UN Statistical Commission as they relate to statistics for SDGs and the UNECE region, including key decisions taken. 1 He also informed about the two side-event meetings (that is, the Friday Seminar and the Monday High Level Forum) of interest held in New York in advance in of the 49 th Session. 2
9.
Mr. B. Rothen noted recent activities of the HLG-PCCB. The 11 th meeting will take place in Morocco 8-10 May 2018. The topics to be discussed include financing mechanisms for statistics (with invited issue partners, PARIS21, GPSDD, and World Bank); results of the joint subgroup/PARIS21 survey on capacity development, implementation of the Cape Town Action Plan, and plans for the 2018 and 2019 World Data Forum. They will also discuss a proposal for a UN chief statistician and their future contributions to the HLPF.
10.
Ms. C. Williams (Canada) provided an overview of upcoming work of the IAEG-SDGs. Notably, the first revision of SDG indicators will be considered at the 2020 UNSC meeting. This will include global consultation of proposed revisions to the indicators identified at the 49 th UNSC meeting. For an orderly process to occur, the review will begin within the coming months. Progress on tier 3 indicator work plans 3 will also be taken into account, and proxy indicators (to use in the interim) may be recommended. 37 indicators could be potentially added to the global SDG indicator list to fully address the global targets. The next revision will be considered in 2025. Refinements to indicators (that is, non-substantive changes to improve language or remove obvious errors) are considered annually.
11.
Ms. R. Bielak (Poland) informed participants of the following results of work of the Steering Group since the previous Expert Meeting:  The Steering Group also updated its own work plan for 2018, in alignment with its terms of reference;
 The CES 2018 plenary session will be informed about the progress of work and the Task Teams/Task Forces.
B. National reporting of SDG statistics
12.
The session was organized and chaired by Natalia Ignatova (Russian Federation) and Sara Frankl (Sweden). The session was divided into two sub-sessions.
Sub-session A: National SDG road maps: Lessons learned and practical suggestions for communication, coordination and partnership
Presentations by Presentations by Ms. E. Kukhavevich (Belarus) and Ms. M. Ambroch (Poland).
13.
National road maps are work plans that can be useful in organizing and promoting the contributions of national statistical offices.
14.
Countries may use their road maps to address aspects of the 2030 Agenda that are not addressed currently through global efforts. For example, use of proxy indicators (that is, indicators that are similar to, but not exactly the same as the official set of global indicators) can be helpful to countries seeking to gauge their progress against goals and targets where official global indicators are not available as they require further conceptual and methodological testing before use.
15.
National road maps can describe supplementary national surveys which may allow further disaggregation of global statistics and thereby "leave no one behind," such as a disability survey underway in Belarus in partnership with the Washington Group and UNICEF. Data disaggregation may be even more important in a national context when assessing progress to achieve the SDGs.
16.
Several countries use national road maps to communicate their efforts to "nationalize" SDGs and thereby reflect national and local policy objectives and improve measurement of progress against national and local targets.
17.
National road maps are not static documents, but rather should be used as a way to receive feedback and communicate progress to a wide range of stakeholders. To enable this, feedback loops should be created, and updates to road maps should be promoted.
18.
Countries may also choose to select national indicators-that is, indicators which complement, but are not intended to replace or serve as proxies or placeholders for global indicators. National indicators may be selected to address issues that are related to the Agenda 2030 overall goals and targets, but support additional measurement of particular interest to national objectives and contexts. Countries may also choose to provide statistics for national indicators using national reporting platforms or similar methods. The different types of indicators, such as national statistics for global indicators, proxy global indicators, or national SDG indicators, should be clearly differentiated from each other to avoid confusion by data users.
19.
Supplements to national road maps, in the form of a brief booklet, may be a useful addition to Voluntary National Reviews to the High-level Political Forum (HLPF). These booklets can convey progress using official statistics in complement to VNRs which have a policy focus. These materials can also educate readers how statistics can inform policy discussions and strengthen recognition of NSOs.
Sub-session B: Planning and launching NRPs: practical suggestions from national experiences
Presentations by Mr. M. Truszczynski (Denmark), Ms. M. Suvorov (Slovenia), and Ms. K. Kong (USA).
20.
Guiding principles for establishing national approaches to providing statistics on SDGs should be transparency, openness, and coordination (with a clear decision maker established).
21.
Open source solutions for providing national statistics can be a good option when new platforms need to be developed. Open source platforms are free and generally user friendly. They facilitate cross-country exchange of code and allow saving resources in the development. Adopting a modular approach to building such systems allows platforms to remain as simple as possible but able to expand to meet new user needs (such as geospatial mapping of national statistics). Exchanging such code between agencies can quickly develop capacity of existing NSO staff. However, when selecting a method of providing national statistics for SDGs, different approaches can be used due to national circumstances. For example, where NSO already uses platforms or underlying software, or has particular, desirable features (such as automatic data updates), it may be more practical to use the existing solutions rather than to adopt a (new) open source solution.
22.
NSOs need strong policy support to effectively engage in SDG activities, ideally by having a clear mandate that establishes roles for the NSO and line ministries, and mechanisms for receiving and coordinating input from a wide range of stakeholders. Policy support for "open data" could also be leveraged to support improved transparency and accessibility of official statistics.
23.
It is important to clarify how progress on non-statistical indicators should be measured, verified, and communicated, and by whom. NSOs may choose to set up a separate website for information about non-statistical indicators so that there is a clear boundary between official statistics and other measures. These steps can be taken even if NSO agrees to otherwise coordinate data provision for all global SDG indicators.
Session 2 action items:
 The CES Steering Group was asked to identify within the list of global SDG indicators those that were clearly not statistical in nature (such as national conformance with global policy agreements) as well as those that can not be calculated by national statistical systems (such as development assistance). This list would draw from the global metadata base, several national road maps to date, and feedback from UNSD. It could guide countries in planning the work on providing national statistics for SDGs.  A need for a quick start guide to SDMX for SDGs was widely supported: with a version for a dialogue with national policy makers and a version for national data providers.  Participants raised the need to clarify the terms used during the statistics for SDGs discussion, such as "nationalization of SDGs," "national indicators," and "proxy (global) indicators." Participants asked for recommendations for best practices in providing statistics for national indicators or proxies alongside global SDG indicators.  It was also recalled that the CES Steering Group had been asked to provide a template for national road maps on statistics for SDGs; this product would be valuable.
C. Capacity development: Gaps, regional priorities, and means 24. The session was organized by Ms. M. Gandolfo (Italy) and Ms. J. Markovic (Montenegro). Ms. M. Gandolfo chaired the session. It was divided into four sub-sessions.
25.
Capacity development is a change from within an organization to react to external forces to achieve the organization's core mission. This may require changes in staff knowledge, skills, training, technical tools, and management style. External support may be required to acquire technical competencies to maintain current and future competitiveness. All countries need to develop greater statistical capacity to meet the information requirements related to Agenda 2030. To develop a regional statistical capacity strategy, it is important to identify practical needs, solutions, and a schedule for development in the short, medium, and long term.
Sub-session A: Statistics for global SDG indicators: regional strengths and emerging gaps
Presentation by Ms. J. Park and Ms. M. Shentsova (UNECE)
26.
Using the recommendations in the CES Road Map as a guide, the region has made good progress on statistics for SDGs over the past two years. Most countries have prepared national road maps (or work plans) to guide their work, and have carried out selfassessments of data availability for global SDG indicators. Most countries have launched or plan to launch a means to provide national statistics for global indicators, such as NRPs. In addition, most countries have identified national indicators (separate from the official set of global indicators), and have prepared or will soon release voluntary national reviews. Tools provided by UNECE, drawing from the experiences of countries in the region, can assist with these efforts.
27.
Overall, statistics for tier 1 and tier 2 global indicators for UNECE countries are represented in the UNSD global database at the expected rate. 4 However, notable differences in activity exist by subregion and by SDG goals. There may be several reasons for this. Understanding the nature of these gaps can help identify potential regional priorities for future statistical capacity development.
Sub-session B: Setting national priorities for capacity development
Presentations by Mr. Ö. Uysal (Turkey, Co-Chair of Task Team on Data Flows) and Ms. O. Karmazina (Ukraine) 28.
In determining national priorities for statistical capacity building in the context of SDGs, countries may consider priority targets for 2020 (for example, in relation to upcoming censuses). National indicators may be encouraged as a complement to global indicators so that global and regional aggregate statistics can be produced for global policy making efforts. Countries may also leverage the information needs associated with SDGs to increase the use of administrative records to produce official statistics. This may call for new partnerships to be formed.
29.
Countries also may identify a core set of global SDG indicators that are most suitable for national statistics. Upon reviewing national data availability for the global set of indicators, countries may determine that statistics may be available but do not have sufficient global metadata for reporting purposes, require new calculations, or require application of an index or ranking by a custodian agency and therefore cannot be produced at the national level. In these cases, the country may consider these global indicators as not useful for national reporting because they cannot be reported through national statistics.
30.
Countries may decide to report national statistics only for those global indicators that most closely align with national priorities. At the same time, countries may choose to identify national targets for these indicators as more meaningful in their national context. This may suggest including additional, national indicators complementing the (sub)set of global indicators selected by the country.
31.
To provide the necessary statistics, countries need a clear mandate and agreement between data providers and data users, particularly where new data sources or data collections would be required. Work can proceed while formal agreements are underway, but a clear mandate is needed for substantial progress to be made. A country may fill existing data gaps by pursuing surveys that collect information for multiple, "clusters" of indicators, such as those under development with UNICEF. Communicating monitoring and progress on a routine basis, and at subregional levels, is essential to maintain support.
Sub-session C: Setting regional priorities for capacity development
Presentations by Mr. G. Kvinikadze (FAO) and Ms. E. Vosmirko (CIS-STAT)
32.
Placing SDGs in the national context (that is, "nationalization") is essential to achieve and maintain national policy support. However, retaining a global commitment to statistical monitoring and reporting is very important. To generate harmonized, comparable statistics at regional and global levels, it is essential that national statistics are available for every country to the extent possible.
33.
To the extent that countries choose not to provide national statistics for global indicators, even if the global indicator or its global target is not immediately useful to the national interests, this could diminish the quality of globally harmonized and comparable statistics intended to measure global (or regional) progress in achieving the goals. This is the case when proxies are used for Tier 1 and Tier 2 global indicators. This does not concern Tier 3 global indicators, since global statistics are not produced for Tier 3 indicators.
34.
To support provision of national statistics for global indicators, some custodian agencies have developed online courses for particular indicators. These agencies can also provide surveys for countries to administer. Regional organizations are resources to countries offering capacity development opportunities and tools salient for the region. They can also help discussions between countries and custodian agencies where differences in statistical practice and terminology exist.
Sub-session D: Thoughts on conceptualization of capacity development, framing priorities and means
Presentations by Mr. J. Jutting (PARIS21) and Ms. T. Luige (on behalf of Mr. S. Vale, UNECE)
35.
When planning statistical capacity development, it is important to consider the kind of development, for whom, and for which audience. Typically, capacity development involves technical training, but this is not a sustainable approach as technology changes and staff may leave. A longer-term strategy is needed for developing the institution. Policy and incentives should be considered and a service industry approach adopted. These are elements that should be included in a sustainable capacity development strategy. Some development activities are being planned to reflect this approach, and PARIS21 is looking for countries interested in piloting these interventions.
36.
UNECE has proposed a new strategy for statistical capacity development, which implements in the region the approach that PARIS21 is pursuing globally. The strategy will be presented for endorsement to the CES plenary session in June this year. The strategy can then be operationalized across the UNECE to support demand-driven capacity development activities. The strategy includes a maturity model that can be used for self-assessment of the NSO needs and priorities for capacity development. These self-assessments can be supported through peer reviews.
37.
UNECE focuses its capacity building efforts on areas where it has the greatest comparative advantage. This includes implementation of UNECE guidelines and recommendations in different statistical subject-matter areas, as well as cross-cutting areas such as statistical legislation, institutional issues, modernisation, integrating geospatial and statistical data, and use of administrative data for statistical purposes. Another such area is the development of climate related statistics. Providing descriptions of skill sets desirable in data science staff could assist NSOs in the production of statistics where data management is a concern.
Session 3 action items:
 Ensuring political support for the work on SDG indicators is challenging when the global targets and indicators do not align well with national priorities. A mandate for the work on statistics for SDGS is given in UNSC and ECOSOC resolutions. The work can be facilitated by providing enabling tools, like the generic statistical law and common elements of statistical legislation. Statistical activities related to SDGs could be included in (already established) periodic reviews.
 Several agencies noted that they have or are adopting demand driven and tool based approaches to capacity development. Development strategies should include actions for the short, medium, and long term as part of a coherent plan.
 Sharing a list of needed skills (versus staff training) can help NSOs plan and adjust to emerging demands for national statistics.
 It would be useful to map the available statistical capacity development resources in the UNECE region. However, gathering this information can require a substantial effort and it may become out of date very quickly. Regional offices of the UN agencies can be a resource in this effort.
D. Providing SDG statistics for global reporting
38.
Ms. C. Plateau (France) and Mr. Ö. Uysal (Turkey) organized and chaired the session discussing experiences of countries and agencies in coordinating data flows for global SDG statistics. The session was divided into four sub-sessions.
Sub-session A: UNSC guidelines on data flows and global reporting
Presentations by Ms. M. Blumers (Germany) and Ms. A. Me (UNODC and co-chair, CCSA)
39.
The custodian agencies are agencies that are assigned the task (among others) of harmonizing national statistics and producing global aggregate statistics for SDGs. The resulting statistics are made available in the global statistical database maintained UNSD. Managing these data flows in an efficient and transparent way requires considerable coordination and partnership between countries, agencies and UNSD.
40.
UNSC at its March 2018 session discussed and welcomed the draft guidelines on SDG data flows prepared by IAEG-SDGs as a first step in clarifying roles in this process. Results from the UNECE pilot on data flows provided input to the IAEG-SDG paper. UNSC asked IAEG-SDG to work jointly with custodian agencies to further refine the guidelines and prepare criteria for their implementation for consideration at the 2019 UNSC.
41.
Coordinating the work of custodian agencies on statistics for SDGs can be challenging as these agencies receive their mandates from different authorities. In most cases, the production of global statistics from national statistics goes smoothly. In some cases, discrepancies can be associated with factors such as transboundary measurement. Differences may also be more common when indicators relate to social desirability, regulatory compliance or national financial resources, which may bias reporting. The work of custodian agencies is guided by the UN Data Quality Framework. Both countries and custodian agencies share the same principles of providing robust, accurate, objective, and timely statistics. Countries implement this at the national level; custodian agencies implement this at the (regional) and global level.
Sub-session B: Observations of global data flows for SDG indicators: initial results of pilots and practical suggestions for transparency.
Presentations by Ms. J. Evans (United Kingdom) and Ms. T. Terekhova (UNEP)
42.
Differences between national statistics and global statistics that were not well understood existed before the SDGs. The issue (and drive to address it) is now more widely discussed. Providing practical tools to improve communication, like contact lists and full global and national metadata can improve understanding. Regional offices can help foster productive discussions between custodian agencies and national statistical offices.
43.
Some SDG indicators are not statistical in nature. Rather, they provide "scores" against composite policy measures. In assigning these scores, custodian agencies draw from national source information (typically ministries) and their knowledge of relevant global policy agreements/conventions/protocols. Validation of these indicators may not be possible at the national level.
Sub-session C: Existing data flows of custodian agencies: Opportunities to clarify parameters and overlap with global SDGs
Presentations by Ms. S. Upadhyaya and Ms. P. Kynclova (UNIDO) and Ms. F. Bernardini (UNECE)
44.
Global statistics for some SDG indicators leverage different approaches for OECD and non-OECD countries. For example, national statistics from non-OECD countries may be collected by the custodian agency, whereas OECD transmits the relevant data for its member countries directly to the custodian agency.
45.
Several custodian agencies pull global statistics prepared by other agencies to complete their own harmonization work. It is assumed that quality assurance has been implemented by the agency of data origin in these cases. Both global and national metadata are extremely important to ensure transparent and high quality global statistics.
46.
Several custodian agencies often work together to provide statistics for a particular SDG. This coordination across agencies works best with clear schedules and advance planning. To support provision of needed national statistics, agencies may arrange webinars, capacity development meets, online tools, and short questionnaires in addition to calls. This interaction more often involves subject matter contacts in line ministries than NSOs.
Sub-session D: Preparation of SDG annual progress reports
Presentations by Ms. N. Ignatova (Russian Federation) and Ms. G. Eding and Ms. L. Hoeksma (Netherlands)
47.
Harmonized and aggregated global statistics are featured in the two global SDG progress reports for the HLPF and a statistical annex coordinated by UNSD. The official Secretary-General's SDG Progress Report covers all 17 goals in the same level of (brief) detail. The Sustainable Development Goals Report, referred to as the "glossy" report, is briefer, and this year will feature narratives only for the goals highlighted in the HLPF meetings. 5 Custodian agencies are asked to submit these statistics according to a published schedule. They are also asked to submit very brief narratives describing overall trends observed. The Statistical Annex is only published online. There is limited guidance on its preparation. A website features content from these publications and "story maps."
48.
Some countries have developed national progress reports in addition to voluntary national reviews and the global report materials. The target audience for these reports are national policy makers. NSOs, in coordination with relevant stakeholders, can prepare these reports on their own initiative. It is important to be inclusive in receiving input, to consider carefully the inputs received, and to be clear in the decisions made and by whom. The preparation of these reports can also be used as an opportunity to look for additional data sources, including non-governmental sources. Identifying a team to prepare the report, and to share a draft with policy makers for awareness in advance of publication, is recommended.
Sub-session E: SDG statistics in Voluntary National Reviews: practical suggestions for statistical annexes
Presentations by Mr. C. Lang (Switzerland) and Mr. A. Cela (Albania)
49.
Voluntary national reviews are another tool to convey national progress against the 2030 Agenda. The audience for VNRs are global policy makers. Countries can choose to feature national statistics for the global indicators, national statistics for complementary national indicators, or a combination of both. They may choose to focus on particular goals and identify national (rather than global) targets to reflect national priorities. Although some guidance has been given for the preparation of VNRs and their statistical annexes, more guidance is needed. Format of the report should be appropriate for the audience. Therefore, using arrows and icons to denote direction and strength of trends may be more effective than providing statistics in tabular form only. VNRs are also a way for countries
Session 4 action items:
 The meeting welcomed a second data flow pilot to examine particularly challenging global indicators. Incorporation of basic SDMX guidance may be useful. The outcomes of this pilot could contribute to the global effort by IAEG-SDG and CCSA. This work should be communicated in well in advance to UNSD, IAEG-SDG and CCSA. 1  Developing tools to support the process of validating the data provided by the Custodian Agencies on countries should be pursued. This could include lists of country points of contact, and tools to note progress in verification. The tools could be initially tested at the regional level, but ultimately would need to be implemented at the global level. This work should engage closely countries, custodian agencies and UNSD. Three different national/global data flow schema have been featured during the meeting. It would be helpful to reconcile these differences.
 Participants noted that the issues identified in harmonization of national statistics by the Custodian Agencies should be taken into account in planning statistical capacity development. This information could allow Custodian Agencies to identify common issues and develop relevant solutions.
 Best practices for VNRs and (potentially) national progress reports may be helpful in effective communication with global and national policy makers. In supplement to specific, practical tools provided, participants noted that webinars, case studies, and "story telling" may be useful. Data user profiles can help countries tailor their messages to be most effective both in content and form at (e.g., updated use of social media).
Session 5 Action Items:
 The CES Steering Group will consider in its work plan an update of the Road Map. The updated version should cover more fully the new approach to statistical capacity development, including new tools, such as the common elements of statistical legislation, best practices in dissemination and communication of statistics, and a fuller discussion of data flow models either being piloted or currently underway.
 A third Expert Meeting on statistics for SDGs will take place during the week of 15-18 April 2019 to review progress made in providing statistics for SDGs and discuss the challenges in this process.
to communicate their vision and approach to achieving SDGs. For this reason, some countries may prefer to feature disaggregated national statistics and national indicators to respond to national policy interests.
E. The way forward
50.
The session was organized by the co-chairs of the Expert Meeting, Ms. R. Bielak (Poland) and Mr. B. Rothen (Switzerland). The session discussed the conclusions of the meeting, highlighting areas for further work in alignment with the Road Map.
51.
Action items noted at the outcome of each session (presented in boxes) were reviewed and agreed upon. In addition, given the progress made in its implementation as well as maturation of SDG work more generally, it was noted that within the next few years countries and agencies will have implemented the recommendations in the Road Map and an update would be needed. An approach to updating and extending the initial Road Map should be considered to reflect matured processes and discuss new challenges and potential solutions.
